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A NOTE ON PASSIVE-LIKE 
ST ATI YES IN QUECHUA*
Pieter Muysken
In Q u e c h u a  there  are cons truc t ions  which superficially resemble p as ­
sives. A n  exam ple  is ( l a ) ,  which roughly  co rresponds  to ( lb )  :
( 1) a. xwan — pa [NPe] suwa — sqa — n — mi ka — ni
J u a n  G E  rob  N O M  3 A F  be 1 
‘I have been rob b ed  by J u a n . ’ 
b. I was ro b bed  by Jo h n .
The  two cons truc t ions  share  three characteris t ics  :
(2) a. The  subject  o f  the copu la  receives no independen t  lexical
them atic  role.
b. The  object  o f  the transit ive lexical verb is missing.
c. T here  is a coreference  rela t ion between the subject  o f  the 
copu la  (a small pro  identif ied by the agreem ent  m ark in g  o f  
the copula)  and  the em pty  object  N P  o f  the lower verb.
T here  are reasons  however ,  given in Lefebvre  & M uysken  (1982), for not 
analyzing  the cons t ruc t ion  in ( l a )  in the same way as ( lb ) ,  in spite o f  the 
similarities.
* This article hopes to be an example of the type of free and imaginative exploration of 
alternatives in the analysis of binding facts that characterized Judith Me A ’Nulty’s work. Her 
exceptional modesty and generosity is illustrated by the fact that, during the A LN E/N ELS 13 
meeting in 1982, she scheduled her own paper at the time that a fire drill was planned. In the 
confusion resulting from this, part of the paper, one of her last contributions to the field, was 
lost in the presentation.
The research for this presentation was supported in part by WOTRO (The Netherlands 
Foundation for the Advancement of Tropical Research), and was done conjointly with Claire 
Lefebvre of UQAM.
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First o f  all, ( l a )  is bi-clausal and  con ta ins  two subject  m arke rs  :
(3) [e] @  s] s]
3 1
If the em pty  object  posit ion would  be N P - trace,  the m atr ix  subject  could 
not b ind it (as it does in English) because o f  principle A  o f  the b inding 
theory  (C h om sky ,  1981). The  lower subjec t ,  xwan-pa , co indexed  with -n in 
( la )  and  (3 ), would  intervene.
Second,  there is no evidence that  the lexical verb can n o t  assign Case. 
C ons ider  (4) :
(4) xwan — pa qulqi suw a — sqa — n m a n a  allin — chu 
Ju a n  G E  m oney  steal N O M  3 not good  N E G  
‘T ha t  Ju a n  has stolen the m oney  is not  g o o d . ’
Here  we find the sam e s truc tu re  and  the sam e fo rm  o f  the su b o rd in a te  verb, 
bu t  also a case-m arked  objec t .  This suggests tha t  the nom ina l ized  verb is a 
case assigner in all instances,  and  tha t  the em pty  posi t ion  in the su b o rd in a te  
clause is a variable .
So the fact tha t  there  is a main  clause subject  co indexed  with a variable  
in the d o m a in  o f  an o th e r  subject led us to the idea tha t  in fact there  is 
som eth ing  like M ove C A S E  here. We suggested the following s t ruc tu re  :
(5)
C O M P
N P -G E N
pro  xw an-pa  ej suw a-sqa-n-m i ka-ni
A NOTE ON PASSIVE-LIKE STA FIVES IN QUECHUA 111#
The  lower object  would  first move up to the C O M P  o f  the com plem en t  
clause, and  then to the subject  posit ion o f  the main  clause.
I will refer the reader  for details ab o u t  the earlier analysis to Lefebvre & 
M uysken  (1982), and  conf ine  myself  to listing a n u m b e r  o f  p rob lem s with 
tha t  analysis.  Note ,  to begin with, tha t  the analysis does not accoun t  for a 
sem antic  con tras t  between ( la )  and  ( lb ) ,  nam ely  tha t  the Q u ech u a  co n s t ru c ­
tion is stative in charac te r .  A m ore  a p p ro p r ia te  t rans la t ion  might be :
(6 ) I am in the cond i t ion  o f  having been rob b ed  by Ju a n .
In fact,  it is possible to state  tha t  cond i t ion  o f  an  im personal  pro  subjec t ,  as 
in (7), where the copu la  is in terpre ted  existentially ra ther  than  predicative-
ly :
(7) xwan — pa suwa — wa — sqa — n ka — rqa  — n 
J u a n  G E  steal lo b  N O M  3 be P A  3 
‘There  was the fact tha t  Ju a n  rob b ed  m e . ’
N ote  the presence here o f  a first person  object  m ark e r ,  which is absent  in 
( l a ) .  We will re tu rn  to this p rob lem  in the discussion below.
In add i t ion  to the sem antic  inadequacy  o f  ou r  analysis ,  there is a fo rm al  
p ro b lem .  By what  kind o f  chain are the posit ions related? Clearly the first 
pa r t  o f  the chain  is an /4-chain ,  l inking the case -m arked  variable  with the 
C O M P  pos i t ion ,  and  the second par t  is an A  -chain ,  l inking the subject  posi­
t ion to C O M P .  In the earlier paper  we no ted  this p rob lem ,  but  suggested 
tha t  in Q u e c h u a  the con tras t  between A  and  A  posi t ions  m ay not  exist at a 
m ore  abs t rac t  level, where we only have C A S E  and  C A S E  posi t ions .  As I 
will show below, however ,  there are crucial d ifferences between A  and  A  
posit ions  in Q u ech u a ,  even when they are bo th  case -m arked .  T h e re fo re  our  
earlier analysis is un tenab le  in its present  fo rm .
T he  analysis tha t  I w ould  like to p ropose  here accoun ts  for bo th  o f  
these p rob lem s;  assum e two chains ,  as in (8 ) :
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( 8 )
NPJ VPJ
si
/ \
N P  VP
/ \
<* V
pro  xw an-pa  suw a-sqa-n-m i ka-ni
This analysis preserves the insight fo rm  the earlier p ap e r  tha t  the gap  in the 
lower clause is an / 1-b o u n d  variab le ,  bu t  avoids pos tu la t ing  th a t  this 
var iab le  is b o u n d  f rom  an /4-posi t ion  in the m a tr ix  clause.  In fact ,  I claim 
tha t  the co m p lem en t  clause is l inked to the subjec t  th ro u g h  a p red ica t ion  
cha in ,  m a rk e d  with j  superscr ip ts .  T he  poin t  where the two chains  are c o n ­
nected is the S node ,  to which the referentia l  index / o f  the /4-chain  p e r ­
colates f rom  C O M P ,  which con ta ins  an  abs t rac t  o p e ra to r  here (cf. 
W ill iams,  1980).
T he  linking between the subject  pos i t ion  and  the em p ty  ob jec t  is hence 
indirect .  H o w  does this solve the  sem antic  p ro b lem  n o ted  befo re ,  how ever?  
Notice  tha t  (8) is in fact the o rd in a ry  sub jec t-p red ica te  s t ru c tu re  tha t  we 
find in co p u la r  sentences.  E xam ples  are given in (9) :
(9) a. p id ru  — n ka  — ni
P ed ro  A F  be 1
T am  P e d r o . ’ 
b. m a c h a  — sqa — n ka — nki 
d r ink  N O M  A F  be 2 
‘Y ou are d r u n k . ’
I will a ssum e th a t  the subjec t  is assigned a th em at ic  role s t ruc tu ra l ly  in this 
type o f  exam ple ,  p e rh aps  in the fo llowing way :
(10) In a c o n f ig u ra t io n  ... N P  ... [VP X] co p u la  . . . ,  assign the 
them at ic  role «is a X »  to N P .
P e rh a p s  (10), cou ld  be p resen ted  in a m o re  m o d u la r  fash ion  by sepa ra t ing  
the genera l  idea  tha t  a subjec t  gets a th em at ic  role f ro m  its p red ica te  f rom  
the m o re  specific co p u la r  «is a»  rule,  bu t  fo r  r ight n o w  I will leave it a t  the
copu la
C O M P ;
O;
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fo rm u la t io n  in (10). Notice in passing tha t  this idea conflicts  with the 
general  s ta tem en t  a b o u t  passives given in (2a) tha t  there is no independen t  
role for the subject .
Given this overall analysis ,  two m ore  poin ts  need to be cleared up : (a) 
what  evidence is there  tha t  there  is really an em pty  o p e ra to r  in (8 ) l inked to 
an em pty  ca tegory;  (b) w hat  evidence is there  for the d is t inction  between A  
and  A  posi t ions  in Q u ec h u a ,  where bo th  are m ark ed  for case? C ons ider  
first the evidence for o p e ra to r -b in d in g .  Suppose  the s t ruc tu re  for ( la )  is 
som eth ing  like ( 11) :
( 11) NPj [§ ... prOj ...] ka-ni
This s t ruc tu re  w ould  be a simple resum ptive  p ro n o u n  s t ruc tu re ,  where the 
p ro n o u n  w ould  be a zero e lem ent ,  pe rhaps  m ark ed  on the verb.  In fact it is 
possible to m a rk  first and  second person  objec ts  on the verb,  as in ( 12) :
( 12) xw an suw a — wa — rqa  — n 
J u a n  rob  lo b  P A  3 
‘J u a n  ro b b ed  m e . ’
F o rm s  such as (12), how ever ,  perm it  us to test the resum ptive  p ro n o u n  
hypothes is  im m edia te ly ,  and  the result leads to u n g ram m at ica l i ty  :
(13) * xw an — pa suw a — wa — sqa — n — mi ka — ni
J u a n  G E  rob  lob N O M  3 A F  be 1 
‘I am  such tha t  J u a n  ro b b ed  m e . ’
F o r  reasons  as yet unclear ,  to be f ran k ,  it is no t  possible to p red ica te  a 
clause con ta in in g  a pe rsona l  p ro n o u n  o f  an  e lement with the sam e re fe ren ­
tial index. H ence  the co n t ra s t  between  (7) an d  (13). It will rem ain  a m a t te r  
for fu r th e r  research how  the c o m p o u n d in g  o f  p red ica t ion  a n d  b ind ing  can 
block (13). A first possibil i ty  tha t  com es  to m ind  is (14) :
(14) a. NPJ SJ
b. j =  i 
c *r i l-V  •  ^  •  t  1 •  •  •  J  J
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In (14a) the general co n f ig u ra t ion  o f  (13) is p resen ted ,  where (14b) follows 
f rom  the identi ty  o f  the p ro n o m in a l  fea tures ,  and  (14c) represents  the 
general  /'-within-/' cond i t ion .  The  app l ica t ion  o f  /'-within-/' to the analysis I 
p ro p o se ,  (8 ), is b locked by the fact tha t  it is the head  o f  the clause, the 
abs trac t  o p e ra to r ,  tha t  carries the index in (8 ), while in (14) there  is no 
abs t rac t  o p e ra to r .
T here  is no abs t rac t  o p e ra to r  in (13)-( 14) because the ob jec t  m a rk in g  
-wa- in (13) ab so rbs  the case and  the ta  features  assigned to the ob jec t  pos i­
tion o f  the verb ,  and  the variable  b o u n d  by the o p e ra to r  needs to be m a rk e d  
for case.
A ssum ing  tha t  the general  p ro b lem  o f  how  to d e m o n s t ra te  the presence 
o f  an abs t rac t  o p e ra to r  is solved, we still have to a rgue  tha t  there  is a crucial 
d is t inc t ion  between  case -m arked  A  and  A  pos i t ions  in Q u e c h u a .  T he  a r g u ­
m ent  I w ould  w an t  to pu t  fo rw a rd  involves two steps : (i) show  tha t  are  in 
fac t  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw e e n  ‘v e r b a l ’ n o m i n a l i z a t i o n s  a n d  ‘n o m i n a l ’ 
nom ina l iza t io ns ,  while bo th  are ca se -m ark ed ,  (ii) show  tha t  ‘n o m in a l ’, bu t  
no t  ‘v e rb a l ’ n o m ina l iza t ions ,  can  occur  in A  pos i t ions ,  a n d  th a t  this d i f ­
ference explains  their  d ifferences  in syntac tic  behav ior .
T he  two d ifferences  between n o m in a l  and  verbal n o m in a l iza t io n s  are 
show n  in (15)-( 18) :
(15) a. [xwan — pa  wasi ru w a
J u a n  G E  house  build
sqa  — n 
N O M  3
‘I know  tha t  J u a n  has built  a h o u s e . ’
b. [xwan wasi — ta ru w a  
J u a n  house  A C  build
‘I k n o w  th a t  J u a n  has built  a h o u s e . ’
ta] y ach a  — ni
A C  know 1
sqa  — n — ta] yacha  
N O M  3 A C  k n ow
m
1
(15a) an d  (15b) show  th a t  in ob jec t  pos i t ion  b o th  a n o m in a l  (with genitive 
an d  zero ob jec t  m ark in g )  a n d  a verbal (with n o m in a t iv e  a n d  -ta ob jec t  
m ark ing )  n o m in a l iz a t io n  can  occur .  (F o r  the d is t inc t ion  be tw een  the  two 
types o f  n o m in a l iza t io n s ,  see Lefebvre  & M u y sk en ,  1982). T h e  sam e is no t  
t rue  in sub jec t  pos i t ion ,  how ever  :
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(16) a. [xwan — pa wasi ruw a  — sqa — n] allin — mi
J u a n  G E  house  build N O M  3 good  A F  
‘T h a t  J u a n  has  built  a house  is g o o d . ’
b .*  [xwan wasi — ta ruw a  — sqa  — n] allin — mi 
J u a n  house  A C  build N O M  3 good  A F  
‘T h a t  J u a n  has built  a house  is g o o d . ’
In subjec t  pos i t ion  only the nom ina l  s t ruc tu re ,  (16a), can  occur .
We can explain this a sy m m etry  by assum ing  tha t  all a rg u m en t  posi t ions  
are nom ina l  in Q u ec h u a ,  a n d  tha t  -ta m a rk in g  perm its  Q u e c h u a  verbal 
nom ina l iza t io n s  to be p red ica ted  o f  an em pty  objec t  pos i t ion .  N om ina t ive  
m ark in g ,  which results f rom  case ass ignm ent ,  not  f rom  case checking,  like 
-ta m a rk in g ,  w ould  not  perm it  a clause to be p red ica ted  o f  an  em p ty  N P  
posi t ion .  Evidence for this a sy m m etry  between -ta and  nom ina t ive  with 
respect to p red ica t ion  is p rov ided  by con tras ts  such as :
(17) a. pay — ta } ru n a  — taj riqsi — rq a  — ni
he A C  m a n  A C  k n ow  P A  1 
‘I knew him as a m a n . ’ 
b. * p a y - q a  ru n a  m a n a  c h a y - t a  r u w a - n - m a n  k a - r q a - n - c h u
he T O  m a n  not  tha t  A C  do  P O T  be P A  3 N E G  
‘H e as a m a n  w ould  never do  t h a t . ’
In fact it is fairly easy to fo rm  p red ica t ions  th ro u g h  m a rk in g  bo th  e lements  
with the -ta c o r re sp o n d in g  to  the ob jec t ,  bu t  not  with the sub jec t .  This  is 
again  s u p p o r t  for  the idea th a t  ob jec t  clauses when verbal  can be p red ica ted  
o f  an em p ty  N P  pos i t ion .
A similar  c o n t ra s t ,  re la t ing to the ex trac tab i l i ty  ou t  o f  co m p lem e n t  
clauses,  can  be expla ined  in the sam e way. In Lefebvre  & M uysken  (1982) 
we n o ted ,  but  h ad  no ex p lan a t io n  for,  the fact th a t  long d is tance  ex trac t ion  
is possible ou t  o f  no m in a l  n o m in a l iza t io n s  in ob jec t  pos i t ion ,  bu t  no t  ou t  o f  
verbal  n o m in a l iza t io n s .  C o n s id e r  (18), which parallels  the exam ples  in (15), 
but  now  with an  ex trac ted  subjec t  :
(18) a. pi - q p a  - ta  - n-x y a c h a - n k i  [ej wasi ru w a  - sqa  - n - ta  - ]
w h o G E  A C  A F  k n o w  2 house  build  N O M  3 A C
‘W h o  do  you  k n ow  has buil t  a h o u s e ? ’ 
b. * pi - 0  - ta  - nj y ach a  - nki wasi - ta  ru w a  - sqa  - n - ta]
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E xam ple  (18a), in which a genitive subject  has been extracted  ou t  o f  a 
nom ina l  com plem en t ,  is g ram m at ica l ,  but  the equivalent  (18b), where a 
nom ina t ive  subject  has been extracted  ou t  o f  a verbal co m p lem en t ,  is not .
Suppose  we look at long d is tance ex trac t ion  as in (18) in terms o f  
p red ica t ion ,  m uch  in the same way tha t  we have analyzed ( la ) ,  bu t  with the 
d ifference tha t  the extracted  phrase  here is p red ica ted  o f  the co m p lem en t  
clause :
In (19), which co rresponds  to (18a), we have a gap  b o u n d  by an abs trac t  
o p e ra to r ,  the index o f  which percolates  to the whole cons t i tuen t  node .  This 
const i tuen t  itself is the subject  o f  a p red ica t ion  chain ,  co-superscr ip ted  with 
the ‘ex t rac ted ’ element in the /1-posit ion .  As in the case o f  ( la ) ,  referential  
identity o f  the gap  and  the higher ex trac ted  element is crea ted  th ro u g h  the 
c o m p o u n d in g  o f  two chains ,  an  / l - c h a in  and  a p red ica t ion  chain .  In this 
analysis,  the con tras t  between (18a) and  (18b) follows. Since verbal c o m ­
plements  can never funct ion  as subjects  in a p red ica t ion  chain  an d  are never 
in an /1-posit ion ,  long d is tance ex trac t ion  out  o f  them is impossible .  Notice 
tha t  the m echanism  for p red ica t ion  in (18a)-( 19) is co-case m ark ing ,  jus t  as 
in p red ica t ion  s truc tures  such as (17).
The  discussion o f  the examples  in (15)-( 18) suppo r ts  the idea tha t  in 
Q u ech u a  there is a d is t inction  between A-posi t ions  and  /1-posit ions ,  and  to 
the systematic  use o f  the cons truc t  o f  p red ica t ion  chain  in the analysis o f  
Q u ech u a  g ra m m a r .  W h a t  rem ains  to be established are the precise p r o p e r ­
ties o f  p red ica t ion  chains.
Pieter M uysken
Universiteit van Am sterdam
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APPENDIX WITH ABREVIATIONS IN GLOSSES
G E genitive
N O M nom inaliz ing  affix
3 th ird  person  subject
A F aff i rm at ive  particle
1 first person  subject
N E G negating particle
lo b first person  object
P A past tense
2 second person  subject
A C accusative
T O topic  m ark e r
P O T potentia l  m o o d
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Résumé
D ans  ce b re f  article j ’essaie d ’analyser des cons truc t ions  statives à sens 
pass if  en q u echu a ,  p a r ta n t  de l’idée q u ’il n ’y a pas seulement deux types de 
chaîne  dans  la rep résen ta t ion  syntax ique  d ’une phrase ,  des chaînes -A 
( =  a rgum en t)  et des chaînes -A ( = opéra teu r ) ,  mais aussi un troisième 
type: des chaînes formées  par  p réd ica t ion .  L ’analyse représente  une 
am él io ra t ion  substantie l le  des analyses an tér ieures ,  et nous  am ène  à une 
p e r s p e c t iv e  p r é l im in a i r e  su r  les p r o p r i é t é s  fo rm e l le s  des c h a în e s  
prédicatives.
Abstract
In this no te  I try to p rov ide  an analysis o f  passive-like stative co n s t ru c ­
tions in Q u ec h u a  which s tar ts  ou t  f rom  the idea tha t  there  are no t  jus t  two 
types o f  chains  in syntactic  represen ta t ions :  A ( =  a rgum en t)  - chains and  
A ( =  o p e ra to r )  - chains ,  bu t  a th ird  type as well: p red ica t ion  chains.  The 
analysis is a subs tan t ia l  im pro vem en t  over earlier ones and  leads us to a 
p re l im inary  accoun t  o f  the fo rm al  p roper t ies  o f  p red ica t ion  chains.
